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SOME NEW BOOKS.

———
John Fiske's Latest Essays.

Some twenty essavs and lectures, written
during the later vears of the author's life,
are collected in the two volumes entitlnd
Essavs Mistorical and [Iiterary, by ORN
FIskr (Macmillans). Of these papers a
fow deal with selentific or philosophical
questions, to wit, thome entitled, * Evolution
tnd the Present Age,” “John Tyndall® and

Herbert Spencer's Service to Religion,”
w‘hh which may be grouped the “Remi-
hircences of Huxley.” One essay, that on
*John Milton,” ia purely literary, and
another is a dlacussion of folk-lore, which
has for ita text the Russian legend of “Marya
Morevna,” in which figures Koshchei, the
Deathless. It is the thirteen historical
essays that constitute the bulk of the two
volumes, and it i 1o some of these that we
shall here invite attention, beginning with
the discussion of “Old and New Ways of
Treating History.” We should point out
that much of this historical material was
intended to be ineorporated in a compre-
hensive “History of the American People,”
which, unfortunately for his countrvmen,
the author did not live to eomplete, although
hia many and large contributions to our
knowledge of the subiject are of imperishable
value

| B

Although the paper on *0ld and New
Ways of Treating History" iz, ostensibly,
only a sketch, it may be fairly described
as exhaustive. There is no point of view
from which the subject is not ecarefully
coneidered, After reminding us how ma-
terially the traditional conceptions of Ed-
ward I. and Henry VIII, have been modifiad
by modern research, and how completely
the legend of William Tell hag been ex-
ploded, Mr Fiske explains how the mistaken
notiong, once accepted as authentic, arose,
He points out that the old-fashioned his-
torian was usually satisfiad with copying
his predecessors, and thus an error once
started became perpetuated. The modern
historian, on the other hand, “must go to
the original sources of infermation, to the
statutes, the diplomatic correspondence,
the reports and general orders of com-
manding officers, the records of debates in
oo neils and Parliaments, ships' log books,
political pamphlets, printed sermeons, con-
temporary memoirs, private diaries and
letters, newspapers, broadsides and plac-
ards, even, perhaps, to worm-eaten account
books and files of receipts. The historlan
has not found the true path until he has
learned to ransack sich records of the past
with the game untiring zeal that animates
a detective officer in seeking the hidden
evidences of erime ® Never must the
modern historical writer rest content with
the statemen's of earlier historians, except
where the evidence behind such statementa
ig no longer acoessible

Not only is there in our time an increased
facility of access to national archives,
and almost everywhere an abatement of
the jealousy with which such records used
to be withheld from publie inspection,
but with the progress of the arts various
new wavs have been found of bringing
original miterials within the reach of the
ordinary stulent. By means of photog-
raphy parchments can be reproduced with
the strictest accuracy. An  American
scholar, for instance, Arthur Middleton
Reeves, has provided investigators of our
pre-Columbian history with photographic
facsimiles of the three lcelandic manu-
soripts which tell of the Norse discovery
of America, Another example is the work
of another American, Benjamin Stevens,
who undertook to reproduce by photog-
raphy & hundred volumes of diplomatic
correspondence relating to the American
Revolution. Such applications of photog-
raphy reliave the student in many cases
from the necessity of making a prolonged
and costly literary pilgrimage.

Mr. Fiske goes on to note that the in-
creasing disposition to insist upon knowl-
edge at first hand, which distinguishes the
new from the old way of treating history,
i« Lut one phase of the scientific and re-
alistic spirit of the age in which we live,
“There is nothing to show that he highly-
trained minds of the present day are wider
in grasp or deeper in penetration than
those of many past ages, but in some re-
spects they are more mature than those of
anv past age, and one chief symptorn of this
maturity is the strict deference paid to
factx. This deference marks the historic
spirit, as it marks the scientific spirit.”
No longer, for instance, would we tolerate
the speeches invented by ancient his-
torian= and put in the mouths of their pro-
tagonists, Neither would we brook the eu-
phuistie editingof private correspondence
Touching the latter point, we are reminded
that “half a century ago the letters of George
Washington were edited by the late Presi-
dent Sparks of Harvard, who felt himself
called upon to amend them. Where the
writer said ‘Old Put,' the editor would
change it to ‘General Putnam,' and where
Washington exclaims that ‘things are in a
devil of a state,” he is made to observe that
‘our affairs have reached a deplorable
condition' This sort of editing belongs
to the old ways of wreating history, The
spirit of the new ways was long ago ex-
pressed by honest Oliver Cromwell when he
gaid to the artist: ‘Take me as I am—mole
and all!'"

Still another contrast between old and
new ways of treating history is brought out.
No longer is a historian permitted to dis-
close predilection or prejudice.  *History
must not harbor prejudices, because the
spirit proper for history is the spirit proper
for s~iencn. The two are identical. The
worl ‘history' is a Greek word originally
moaning Cinguiry.'  Aristotle named ona
of his grrat works ‘a history concerning
animils, whenoo from Pliny downward
and i modarn usage we often hear of
‘natural history." 1t is the business of the
historian to inquire into the past experience
of the human race, in order to arrive at
general views that are correctt in which
oaso they will furnish lessons useful for
the future. It is a task of exceeding deli-
cacy, and the dispassionate spirit of science
s needed for its successful performance.
Science does not love or hate its subjects
of investigation; the historian must exer-
cise like self-control.” An illustration is
given of the fact that, so long as a historian
allows his views to be colored by fondness
for one people as such, and dislike for an-
other people as such his conclusions are
sure to be warped, and, to some extent,
weakened “The late Mr. Freeman was a
historian of vast knowledge, wide sym-
pathies and unusual breadth of view, but
he was afMicted by two inveterate preju-
dices—one against Frenchmen, the other
against the House of Austria, and the dam-
age thereby caused is flagrant in some
parts of his field of work, and traceable in
many more.” Mr. Fiske also regards as too
parrow Freeman's well-known definition,
“History is past politics, and politics are
presant history.” John Richard Green's
“History of the English People” is cited as
embodying a wider and more just conception
of the scope of historical narrative,

One of the most interesting features of the
essay on historical methods is the reference
to the attempts made in the first sixty years
of the nineteenth century “to treat history
as if It were a physical science, and to
trace the destinies of nations to peculiari«
ties in climate wnd soll, iguoring woral

causes. There was also an inclination to
underrate the work of great men, and
ascribe all results to vaguely conceived
general tendencies. Against these views
there came a spasmodic reaction, which
asserted that history is nothing but the
biographies of great men. The former
view is most conspicuously represented
by Buckle, the latter by Carlyle and Froude
Concerning the point at issue between
them it may be raid that, since general
tendencies are manifested only in the
thoughts and actions of men, it is these that
the historian must study, and that, as casual
agencles, a Cromwell or a Luther may
count for more than a million ordinary
men; but, after all, our ultimate sourm of
enlightenment #ti!l lies in the study of the
general conditions under which the ac-
tivity of our Cromwell or Luther was
brought forth.”

Our author finds another important differ-
ence between the old and the new methods
of historical writing in the propensity ex-
hibited by the old-fashioned student of
history to confine his attention to the so-
called classical period in the evolution of a
given race or nation, such as the age of
Pericles, or of Augustus, or of Elizab>th,
or of Louis XIV.  Such a habit is pro-
nounced fatal to the acquirement of any-
thing like a true perspective in history
*What should we say of the botanist who
should confine himself to Jacqueininot roses
and neglect what gardeaers call weeds?
How far would the ornithologist ever get
who should only study nightingales and
birda of pardise? In truth, the dull ages
wiich no Homer has sung or Tacitus de-

for human progress.” An exclusive devo-
tion to literary or so-called classical periods
leads uUs to misjudge certain communities
as well as certain ages. Our perspective
thus gets warped in space as well as in
time. “Few persons realize the great irm-
portance of tha Roman Empire of the East,
all the way from Justinian to the iniquitous
capture of Constantinople by the French
and Venetians in 1204, In these ages Con-
stantinople was the chief centre of cult-
ure; through her ecommercial relations
with Genoa she exercised a civilizing in-
fluence over the whole of western Europe,
and #ho was the military bulwark of Chris-
tendom, first against Saracen, then against

scribed have sometimes been critical ages

Turk, until, at last, she succumbed in an |

evil hour, which we have not vet ceased
to mourn.® The grievous underrating of
the so-called Byzantine Empire is attrib-

cal literature, though partly, also, of course,
to the ill-feeling of western Furope toward
the Greek Church.

Inour author's opinion, however, the worst
distortion of perspoctive in our study of the
career of mankind is one of which we have
only lately begun to rid curselves. What
he has in mind is the distortion caused
by supercillous neglect of the lower races
We have been accustomed loosely to apply
the name savages to a vast number of
groups of men in widely different stages of
culture, but all alike falling far short of
the European level, It ie only recently
that the manners and customs, the ideas and
institutions, of savage and barbarous

study, comparison and analysis. In our
author's opinion, this has wrought a greater
change in our conception of human history
than all other causes put together. *Some-
thing like a new Reraissonce was begun
when Erglishmen in India began to study
Sanskrit, and were struck with its resem-
blance to the languages of Furope. The
first result of such studies was the be-
ginning of comparative philelogy in the
establishment of the Aryan family of
languages; pretty soon there followed
the comparative study of myths and folk-
tales; and then came comparative juris-
prudence, which, for the world of Frglich
readers, is chiefly associated with the beau-
tiful writings of Sir Henry Maine. Next
it began to appear that many problems

fine our attention to the Aryvan world soon
yield up their secrets if we extend our coms
parison so as to include the epeech, the be-
liefs and the customs of savages.” It is now
proved beyond a deubt that the institutions
of clvilized socicty are descended from
institutions like those that we may at the
present time obeerve in savage societies.
“Savages and barbarians are simply races
that have remained in phases of culture
which more civilized races have outgrown,
and hence one helps to explain the other.
Certain obscure local lustitutions, for ex-
ample,in ancient Grecceand Rome 1 av been
made quite intelligible by the study of sicuilar
institutions among American ludiars.  In
these ways history, vithout ceasing to be a
study of individuals and rations, has come
to be in the broadest sense, the study of the
growth and decay of institutions.”

1.

We have seen how much importance
s assigned by Mr. Fiske to putlic docu-
ments, and, we may add, to private me-
moire and correspondence. Among his-
torical materials of the latter kind Le men-
tions as of excep!ional value the Diary and
letters of Thomas Hutchinson, the last
Royal Governor of Massachusetts, w hich
were published in London some fifteen
years ago by one of his great grandsons.
OQur author has found it impossible to study
this book without having his conception
of the beginnings of the American Revo-
lution modified, in some points slightly, in
other profoundly. The initial essay in the
first of the volumes now Lefore us is de-
voted to thissubject. The paper is pref-
aoed with the assertion that, among the
American loyalists of the Revolutonary
period, though they represented principles
that have been irredeemally and forever
discredited, “were men of noblest charac-
ter and purest patriotism; and we need
only to divest ourselves for the moment
of the knowledge of sulisequent events
which in their day none could foresee; we
need only to put ourselves
imagination into the circumstances amid
whioh their opinions were formed ard
thelr actions determined, in order to do
justice to the deep humanity that was
in them. We may dissent from their opin-
jons, and disapprove their aotlons as heart-
ily as ever; but it is our duty, as students
of history, to take our stand upon that
firm ground where, freed from the fleeting
passions of a day, true manliness may he
taken for ita worth.” Mr. Fiske goes on to
say that, among the American loyalists
of the Revolutionary period, there is, per-
haps, none who has had such hard meas-
ure as Thomas Hutchinson. To couple his
name, as it has been coupled, with that of
Bonedict Arnold, is pronounced gross in-
justice to the last Roya! Governor of Mas-
sachusetts, The conclusion borne in upon
our author by a study of his recently
published “Diary and Letters” is that,
“alike for intellectual eminence and for
spotless purity of character, there have
been few Americans more thoroughly
entitied to our respect than Thomas Hutch-
inson. It is sad, indeed, though perfectly
natural, that such a man should have had
to walt a hundred years Liefore his coun-
trymen could come to consider his career
dispassionately and see him in tbe light
in which he would himself have been will-
ing to be seen.”

After reviewing his career in the light
of the nowly acquired materials, Mr. Fiske
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uted partly to its lack of a period of classi- |

peoples have been subjected to eerious |

does not shrink from asserting that, for in-
tedlectual gifts and accomplishments,
Hutchinson stands, not only far above all
the other Colonial Governors, but in the
foremost rank among American public
men of whatever age. “For thorough
grasp of finance he was the peer of Hamil-
ton and Gallatin. In 1800, John Adams,
who loved him not, said ‘he understood
the subject of coin and commerce better
than any man I ever knew in this country.'
His mastery of law was equally remarkable,
and, as a historian, his accuracy is of the
highest order. His personal magnetism
was 80 great that, in spite of all vicissitudes
of popular feeung, o long as he remained
upon the scene and until after his de-
parture for England had been followed
by the outbreak of war, he did not fully lose
hiz hold upon the people. He was nothing
if not public spirited, and his kindness
toward persons in distress and sorrow
knew no bounds " On the other hand,
he seeme to have been deficient in intellactual
svinpathy  with  plain, common people
“He was too thoroughly an aristocrat
to enter into their ways of thinking: and
therein was one source of his weakness as
a statesmarn. But the chief source of that
weakness, as is 80 often the case, was closely
related to one of his most remarkable
features of strength. That inborn legal
quality of his mind, which, without the
customary technical training, made him
a jurist capable of winning the adwmira-
tion of Lord Mansfield, was too strongly
developed.  Allied with his rigid Puritan
conscienca, it outweighed other good quali-
ties and warped his nature. He was en-
veloped in a crust of intense legality through
which he eould not break. If he had lived
a century later, he might hava written
the memorable pamphlet in which another
great Massachusetts jurist, Benjamin Curtis
argued that President Lineoln had no Con-
stitutional authority for emancipating the
slaves ™ Mr. Fiske adds that *it is alwayvs
well that such strides in advanes should
be made urder careful protest, for only
thus i8 society kepl secure against ecrude
experiments. But the men best fitted
to utter the protest are not likely to be comi-
petent  leaders  in revolutionary times,
when it becomes necessary to view many
fts in a new dzght *

ni.

One of the most valuable papers in these
volumes is the estimate of “Connecticut's
Influence on the Federal Constitution.”
Mr. Fiske finds the germ of our Federal
organic law in the Constitution creating th
the Commonwealth of Connecticut, which
was framed and adopted by a convention
that met at Hartford onJan. 14 1639 This in-
strument, named ' The Fundamental Orders
of Connecticut,” differed materially from
the plan of government then and for some
time afterward operative in Massacliusetts
Bay, for it placed no ecclesiastical restrice
tions upon the suffrage, but gave it 1o all
admitted freemon who had taken the oath
of fidelity to the Commonwealth Lest
there should be any doubt as to who were
to be regarded as admitted freemen, the
General Court of Connecticut later declared
that the phrase meant all who had been ad-
mitted by a town. Thus it appears that in
Connecticut the towns were the original
sources of power, just as in our Federal

| Republie the original sources of power are
i

the States. It was perfeetly well under-
stood that each town was absolutely self-
governing in all that relited to its own
local affairs, and that all powers not ex-
pressly couferred upon the General Court
by the Fundamental Orders remained with
the town. One expresas direotion to the
towns foreshadowed the provision in our
Federal Constitution that it shall guarantee
to each State a republican form of govern-
ment. It like manper the Fundamental
Orders provide that each town shall choose
a number of its inhabitants, not exceeding

" weven, to administer its affairs from vear

which remain insoluble 8o long as we con- |
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to year. With regard to the General Court,
it was ordered that each town should send
four deputies to represent it, until the num-
ber of towns should 8o inerease that this
rule would make an assembly inconve-
niently large, in which case the number for
cach town might be reduced. Under all
circumstances, the towns were to be equally
represented, without regard o their popu-
lation. It is this feature that gives a dis-
tinetly federal character to this remarkalle
constitution,  With regard to the Governor,
he was to be chosen at a popular election
without any preliminary nomination. An
election was to be held each year, in the
spring, at which every freeman was en-
titled to hand to the proper official a paper
containing the name of the person whom
he desired for Governor.  The papers were
then counted, and the name which was
found on the greatest number of ballots
was declared clected. Here, then, was an
example of popular election by a simple
plurality vote,

Mr. Firke poirts out that this was the
first instance krown to history in which
a commonwealth was created in such a
way. The compeet drawn up and rigred
Ly the Pilgrims in the cabin of the May-
flower is Lot a constitution, because it does
not lay down the lines upon which a govery -
ment is to be corstructed. It is simply a
promise to be good and to obey the laws
On the other hand, the *Fundamental
Orders of Conpecticut™ summon into ex-
ister.ce a State Governmert which is, with
strict imitations, paramount over the local
governmenits of the three towns, its creators
Our author's comment on this remarkable
irstrument runs as follows: "It was the
flrst written constitution known to history
that created a government, Secondly,
it i ks ro allusion to any sovereign be-
yvond the seas, nor to any souree of authority
whatever, except the three towns them-
selves,  Thirdly, it created a State which
was reolly a tiny federal republic, ard it
recogrized the prineiple of federal equality
by equality of representation among the
towns, while, at the rame time, it recog-
nizad popular sovereignty by elocting its
Governor and its upper House by a plurality
vote. Fourthly, let me repeat, it con-
ferred upon the General Court only such
powers as were expressly granted, In
these peculiarities we may see how largely
it served as a precedent for the Cornstitu-
tion of the United States.™ In a footnote
we are reminded that our colonial charters,
while in a sense constitutions, were al-
wauys, in form at least, a grant of privileges
from an overlord to a vassal, something
given or bartered by a superior to an in-
ferior. “With the constitution which cre-
ated Conrecticut it was quite otherwise,
You may read its eleven articles from
beginning to end and not learn from it
that there was ever such a country as
England or such a personage as the British
Sovereign. It is purely a contract in
accordance with which we, the people
of these three river towns, propose to cons
duet our public affairs. Here is the form
of government which commends itsell to
our judgment, and we hereby agree to
obey it, while we reserve the right to amend
it. Unlike the Declaration of Independ-
ence, this document oontains no theo-
retical phrases about liberty and equality,
and it is all the more impressive for their
absence, It does not deem it necessary
to insist upon political freedom and upon
equality before the law, but it takes them
for granted and proceeds at once to busi.
uess. Surely this was the true buth of
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American democracy, and the Connecticut
Valley was its birthplace.”

Passing to the part which Connecticut
played in the formation of the Federal
Constitution under which we live, Mr.
Fiske recalls the strong opposition to such
a Constitution which was disclosed in the
Philadelphia Convention on the part of
most of the States. The jealousy between
large and small States was at that time
more bitter than it is now possible for us
to realize. War seemed not unlikely be-
tween New York and New Hampshire,
and it was actually imminent between New
York and her two neighbors, Connecticut
and New Jersey. The first question, there-
fore, which had to be settlead before any
further work could be done had to do with
the way in which power was to be shared
between the States and the General Gov-
ernment. It had been agreed that there
should be two houses in the Federal Legis-
lature, and Virginia, whosa statesmen
were taking the lead in the constructive
work of the moment, insisted that both
houses should represent population. To
this the large States assented, while the
small States, led by New Jersey, wold
have nothing of the sort, but insisted that
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representation in both houses of the Fed- |

eral Legislature should be only by States
It is obvious that such an arrangement
would have left things very much as they
were under the old Confederation It
would have left Congress a mere diplomatie
body representing a league of sovaereign
States. As Mr. Fiske says, if such a state
of things were to be the outcome of the
Pliladelphia Convention it might as well
not have met.

I'he bitterness and fierceness of the cone
troversy was extreme.  Gunning Bedford
of Delaware intimated that sooner than
~ubmit to be ruined by the propesed dis-
tribution of power the srocll 8 wres might
have recourse to foreign Powers who would
take them by the hand. “The emvention
war on the verge of bresnking up, and the
members were thinkoig of gong
their minds clouded and their hearts rent
at the imminency of civil strife, when a
compromise was suggested by Oliver Ells-
worth of Windeor, Roger Sherman of New
Haven, and Williauw Samuel Jolnson of
stratford —three immortal nanws  These
men represented Connect oy, the State

home,

which for a hundred and finy years had
been familiar with the  Larmonicus co-
operation of the Federal awd Naticnal

prineiples.  Inthe election of Ler Governor,
Connectirut was a little nation; in the com-
position of her Asseinbly, she was a little
confederation. However the case may
stand under the altered conditions of tle
present time, Connecticut bad in those days
no reason to be dissatisfied with the warking
of her government.  Her dolegates s
groated that the same two-fold prineiple
should be applied on # continental scale in
the new Constitution: let the national prin-
ciple prevail ‘n the House of Representa-
tives and the £ deral principle in the Sen-
ate Mr. Fiske goes on to remind us that,
although the happy thought was greeted
with approval by Franklin, the delegates
obstinately wrangled over it, until, when
the question of equality of the «uffrage in
the Senate was put to vote, the compromise
went to the verge of defeat. The result
was a tie. Had the vote of Georgla boen
giveninthe negative itwouldbaved feated
the compromise; but this catastrophy was
prevented by Abraliam Baldwin, a native
of Guilford, Conn . and at one tfrme a tutor
in Yale College, who had recently em grated
to Georgia, Baldwin averted the defeat ol
the compromise, and the consequent break-
ing up of the Convention, by voting for
equality of suffrage, coutrary to his col-
league, wherchy the vote of Georgia was di=
vided and lost. ®*Thus it was that at one ol
the most eritical moments of our country's
existenee the pons of Connecticut played
a decisive part and nade 1t possible for
the framework of our National Government
to be completed. When we cons dor this
nohlechmax andthe memorable beginimngs
which led up toit, when we also refleet upor

the mighty part which Federal=m is un- |

questicn bly destined to plav inthe Tuture,
we shall be convinced that th e is no State
in our Union whose history will better re-
pay careful study than Connecticur. Surely,
few incidents are better worth turiing
over and over and surveving from all
possible points of view than the franung
of a little confederation of river towns at
Hartford in January, 1630 "

.
In the essay on *Alexander Hamilton®
will be found a searching and diseriii-
nating exposition of the actual artl prospec-

! tive significance of the assumption of State

debts to the amount of $20,000,000 by the
Federal Government This ix recognized
as a great victory for Hamilton, for the
Federalist party and for the United Stetes
as a nation.  “lt certainly required a pretty
liberal interpretation of the Constitution
to justify Congress in assuming these

1902.

Such mellowing influence does wide and
long experience of life sometimes have,
when one can witness great changes in the
situation of affaire, that we may be sure it
would not have been without its effect upon
Alexander Hamilton. When the new di-
vision of parties came, after 1825, there
can hardly be a doubt that he would have
found his place by the side of Webster
and John Quincy Adame.”

Y.

Admirable ax are all the historical papers
in these vclumes, it is probable that most
readers will assigy pro@ninence to the essay
on *Thomas Jefferson, the Conservative
Reformer.” A reformer Jefferson was
throughout the whole of his adult life, up
to his accession to the Presidency. Then
he showed himeelf a ¢ nservative. Mr
Fiske showe how indispensable to the sta-
bility of the Federal Government was tie
reassurance given by Jeflerson's well-
known sympathy with the feelings and ideas
of plain, common people, and how, at the
e time, his own political vieve were
modified by the vast respons bilities in
reparable from the office f (hief Magis-
trate. “A man of s=uch sympathetic in-
sight into the popular mind -a faculty in
which Hamilton was almost as lacking as
Hutchinson— was just the mwan that war
needed at the head of our Government
in the first decade of the nineteenth century
Jefierson vas needed at the helm in 8¢

. as much as Hamilton was needed in 1790,

! Hamilton or of Madison.

He never could have done the work of
They were men
of rare constructive genius; he was not.
But, when the first work of construeticn
had been done. and the G ivernment fairly
st to work, Jefferson was just the man to
carry it along aquietly and smoothly, until
its wiiccess passed into a tradition, and was
thus assured.  If he had been the French
that the Federalists supposed
hirn to be he could not have achieved any
such results. But his career in the Pres -
dency shows him, not as a Danton, but as o
Walpole. Instead of the general cver-
turning which the Federalists had dreadec
the Administration quietly followed the
lines which Hamilton had laid down. In
other words, it was in the hands of a con-
st.tutional  magstrate, who acquiesced

jeonociast

Lin the decision of such questions hy the

will of the pecple. Moreover, as now
wiclding the adivinistration and feeling
the practical merits of Hamilton's measurcs
Jetterson vas no longer 2o ready to eon-
denmin them. In the most important act
of his Presidency he deserted his gtrict
constructicnst theories and ventured upen
an exercse of power as bold as Hamilton's
a~surmption of State debts."  The reference
i, of coursa, 1o thae purchase of the Louisi-
ana territory

To Jefferson's strong faith in the teach-
ableness of the great mass of people, and
to the influence which he consequently
exerted in favor of equal political rights,

should be largely atiributed the triumph |

of universal suffrage, which, so far as adult
white males were concerned, had been
constt m ted in almost all of the United
States Ly the close of the third decade of
the nineteenth contury. Should we con-
demn him or bless him for the powerful
impetus given by him to the movement?
Mr Fiske answers: “We often hear people
say that the experiment of universal suf-
frage i= a failure, that it simply results in
the sway of demagogues, who marehal at
the polls their hordes of bribed or petted
followers. This is no doubt very bad.
It is a serious danger, against which we
must  provide. But do these oljectors
ever stop to think how much worse it would
lw if the demagogue, instead of marshalling
his creatures at the polls, were able to stand
up and inflame their passions with the ery
that in this country they have no vote,
no =hare in making the laws, that they are
kept out of their just dues by an upper
class of rich men who can make the laws?
If vour hod carrier was sulking for the
wnnt of a vote he would be ten times more
dangerous than any s=o-called friend of
Inbor can now make him., As it is,
vote does not teach him much, because of
his dull mind and narrow experience, but,

| after all, it gives him the feeling that he

debts, but, if it had not been done, it is |

very dout tful if the Union could have long
been held together. We must always be
grateful to Hamiliton for his daring and
sagacious poliey, vet, at the same titme,
we must acknowledge that the opposition
was animated by a sound and wholesome
feeling. Every day showed more clearly
that Hamilton's aim was to insure the sta-
bility of the Government through a firm
alliance with capitalists,  and  the
was natural that such a poliey, if not held
in check, mirht end in transforming the
Government into a plutecracy-that is to
say, a government in which political power
is monopolized by rich men, and employed
in furthering their selfish interests without
regard to the general welfare of the people
Those who expressed such a fear were more
prescient than their Federalist adversaries
teliaved them to be, for now, after the lapse
of a hundred vears, the gravest danger
that threatens us is precisely such a plitoc-

racy, It has been one of our national
misfortunes that for three-quarters of a
century the mere maintenance of the

Union seemed to call for theories which,
when put into operation, are very far from
making a government that i< in the fullest
sense of the people, by the people, and for
the people.” Mr. Fiske adds that the only
party that ever extricated itself from the
dilemma and stood at one and the same
time unflinchingly for the Union and against
p ternal government in every form was
the party of Jackeon and Van Buren be-
tween 1830 and 1845,

When Hamilton was killed in his duel
with Burr he =as only in his eight and
forticth year. <ould he have attained
such a great age as John Adams he might
have witnessed the Mexican War and the
Wilmot Proviso. What his political course
would uave pecsy nad he lived longer s a
matter of conjecture. To our author it
seems clear that he would soon have parted
company with the Federalirte, “He had
already taken the initial step in breaking
with them by approving Jeflerson's pur-
chase of Louisiana. The narrow sectional
policy of Pickering and the New England
Federalists was already distasteful to ham,
As the Republican party became more and
more national he would have found him-
self inclining toward it, as John Adams
did, and, perhaps, might even bave come,
like Adams in later years, to recognize the
merits and virtues of the great man whose
name had once seemed to him to ypify
euarchy sud misrule

(g

< we——
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Thonws Jefierson, )

fear |

i= of some account in the world, that his
individuality is to some extent respected;
and this is unquestionahly one of the most
powerful and conservative safeguards of
American civilization, In point of fact,
our political freedom and our social wel-
fare are to-day in infinitely greater penil
from Pennsyivania's ironmasters and the
owners of silver minks in Nevada than
from all the ignorant foreigners that have
flor' ed to us from Europe.  Our legacy of
dangzer for this generation was bequeatned
us by Hamilton, not by Jefferson.”

In a eonclhuding paragiash our author
recognizes that the American people took
Jefferson into their heats as they have
never taken any other statesman until
Lincoln in these later dave. “His influ-
onee endured his green old age at Monti-
e llo, the favored <pot where in the carly
davs when American independence had
hardly Leen the t of he used to il under
the trees and chat and dreaa over 1theorics
of government and power over mon and
he ways in which it assorted itself.” ‘The
flrst term of bis Presidency was serenc,
and as candidate for his sccond term
Lie simply swept the country. When be
died on the 4 b of July, 1526, “he } ad Liveu
long enough to see the frul.don of 1= work,
to see the Amorican people in fuli svm
pa‘'liv with him and to win back the (s oo
of the great statesman John Adams, frone
whom he bad been so long divided., « ould
there have Leen a nol Lr triumph for this
strong and swiet natiye?” M. W.H

The Crediblilty of Religlon,

Tn a volume of some three hundred peges
it ded Religion as a Credible  Doctrine
Cleonidllans), Mr. W H Marvock under-
tekow to deal with the question how far
the theory of life which is asrociated with
the e of religion is a theory to which,
under existing conditions of krow ledge,
a reasonsble man can any longer assent
He begins with a definition of religior
For the purpose of the argument set forth
in the book before us, he means by religion
an assent to the three following proposi-
tions: First, that a living God exists who
is worthy of our religious emotior, and is
able to take account of it; secondiy, that
the will of mwan s free, and thirdly, that
hix life does not ceare with the aissolution
of his physical organism. The tvo latter
propositions are, he submits, as neces-
sarily constituent parts of the conception
of religion as is the first, becausc, \f our
actions were all of them predetermined,
there waould be in them nothing on which
a God could justly adjudicate, and if, with
the death of the body, we utterly ceare to
Lo, it would matter to us very little whether
God adjudicated on them or not. Why
does the author limit the mearning of the
word roligton to these three propositions?
Becouse an assent to them is essential to
every religion, and because they form the
sole puints at which religion, as apart from
revelation, comes into collision with science
They constitute, in Haeckel's words, “the
three buttresses  of superstition™ which
science eets itselfl to destroy. In so far,
then, as religion s to-day a subjeet of
doubt or controversy, these three propo-
sitions are practically religion itself

The first half of the book before us is
devoted L0 an examination, from a sciens

man is immortal and that his will is free—
the doctrines which alone present man to
us in the light of a possible party to the
moral, personal, direct and abiding rela-
tion between the divine and the human

which it is the essence of all religion to !
by  which '
Mr. Mallock arrives at his conclusion, we

postulate. For the argument

must refer the reader to the book imelf,
but we will state his conclusion, pointing

out that it is based on scientific grounds |

alone, and that, on non-scientifie grounds,
the author ultimately arrives at an oppo-
site conclusion. So far as the facts and
methods of science are conocerned, we
cannot, in Mr. Mallock's opinion, resist the
conclusion that, “as to his will, man is
nothing but & mere machine, who, what-
ever he does, deserves neither praise nor

blame, since, whatever he does, he could |

not have done otherwise. As to his allegad
immortality, we have seen that the more
deeply we penetrate into the observable
facts on which his life and his mind de-
pend the more clear does it beoome to us
that these facts, all and singly, exhibit
his life as a mere fleeting phenomenon,
which appears with the bodv and disappears
with it, leaving nothing behind: a kind of
life which, even if God exiated, could have
nothing to hope for in His love and nothing
to fear from His displeasure.”

The author next considers the religious
doctrine of God. Putting the deflciencies
of man altogether aside, and, for the sake
of argument, mupposing him to be eapable
himself of the religious relation on the
one hand, if only there {# a Gcd who is
capable and is worthy of it on the other,
Mr. Mallock inquires whether the facts
and methods of seience compel, invite, or
even allow us to belleve that a God of this
kind exists. To this inquiry three chapters
are allotted. The outcome of the investi-
gation s that the facts and methods of
science will not allow us to believe in the
existence of a God of the kind postulated
in the couception of religior.. We quote
the author's words: *We have seen that,
if we consider the universe apart from
the organic life contalned in it, it is, ac-
cording to the admission of thinkers of
every school, a system of absolute monism,
80 far as observation reveals it to us. We
have also seen that, in spite of every argu-
ment by which religious and metaphysical
apologists endeavor to escape from the
conclusion, organic life is a system of ab-
solute monisin likewise, and that, if in the
cosmic process there has been any inter-
ference at any time, it was, to quote an
expression of Prof. Ward's, an interfer-
ence that ‘took place before the process
began, not during it.' We have seen that,
consequently, the entire intellectual scheme
of religion -the doctrines of immortality,
of freed m and of a God who is, in his re-
lation to ourselvea, separable from this
process -is not only a systemn which is un-
supported by any single scientific fact,
but is also a system for which, amongst
the facts of science, it Is utterly impossible
for the intellect to find a place. In other
words, that entire conception of existence
which alone for the mass of mankind has
invested life with value is In absolute
opposition to that general system of the
universe, the acouracy of which is every
day reattosted by every fresh addition
made to our positive knowledge.

s it, then, impossible to reconcile these
two opposites? It is to this question that
the author lastly addresses himself. In his

! three final chapiers he essays to show the

his |

reader that there is a very simple method-—
different frora that of the religious apoiogis
or the metaphysical dreamer—by which,
without any surrender of science or common
sense the desired reconcillation may be
accomplished to the satisfactionu of reason=
able men  The conclusion here rcached s
that we can give assont to the three. propo-
sitions contained in the conception of re-
ligion by an act of faith preciscely similar
to the act of faith by which we accept the
phenomena and so-called laws of science.
It 15, in a word, the purpose of the book be-
fore us to prove that our grounds for believ-

ing in the reality of the moral world are of

the same nature as those on which we
believe in the reality of the cosmic world,

lat us hear Mr. Mallock on this point. “Our |

belief in the reality of the cosn i world,
from the stars to the chairs we sit on, 18
#o universal and instinctive that it never
coours to most people to ask themselves
how they came by it; or else, if the quostion
in suggested to them, they will answer that
they derive the belief from reason and the
evidenoe of their senses, just as they derive
their belief in any other truth of science
It requires, however, only a slight «ffort of
thought to understand that the real exist-
ence of anything outside ourselves is not,
ineny sensc, a truth of scisnea at all. Science
does not give it to the world of ordinary
men. The world of ordinary men gives it
to science, and ordinary men themselves
get it neither from sense nor reason, The
senses merely give men cortain interoal
ideas, The belief in the external world is
an inference as to the external causes of
these internal ideas, and reason, instead of
supporting this inference that the causes
must be external objects, entirely fails, as
all thinkers now admit, to assure us of the
existence of anything outside our individual
selves, It s perfectly true, as Prof. Clifford
has shown, that, if once we assent to e
reality of other living and conscious minds,
reason then can lmpose on us a belief in

( the world of matter which forms the com-

mon cause of all our similar experieices,
but, in taking this primary step of belisving
that these other minds really exist reason
can «ffer us no help whatever. Reason is
a guide if we follow it faitbfully, not to
beliof, but to scepticism. But, in urging
this fact, are we urging the sceptic's con-
clusion that the reality of the external world
is a fact of v hich we are practically doubt-
ful? On the contrary, instead of declaring
the existence of the external world to be
doubtful, we are merely declaring that
reason i not our sole source of cortainty.”
The author poluts out that no one has
shiown this to be the ease with more lueldity
and foree than Hume. who is popularly
looked upon as a leader of modern skep-
ticism. It is true that Hume has shown
that skepticism iz the outeome of philosophy,
The moral, however, which he himrelf
drew from this fact was not that we should
become practioal koptics, but that no one
except a madman will attempt to base his
life on the data of philosophical reason. “My
intention,” save Hume, “in displaying so
carefully the [skeptical] argument, is only
to make the reader sensible of the truth of
my hypothesis that belisf [in the objective
world) is more properly an act of the sen-
sitive than of the cognitive part of our
nature, Nature has not left this act to
man's choice, and has doubtless esteemexd
it an affair of too great importance to be
trusted to our uncertain reasonings " Mr
Mallock further reminds us that Reid, who,
imperfectly acquainted with Hume's per-
wonal position, endeavored to refute his
skepticism with a philosophy of common
senme, was driven himself to fall back on
the precise argument of his artagonist,
and to declare that our certainty of the
existence of the external world was due,
not to reason, but to what he caliel “an
original instinet.™ 8o, too, i1 our own
dav, Mr. Herbert Spencear Las modotaioed
that this same certainty, the foree of which
s quite irresistible, is not derived from

tific viewpoint, of the two dootrines that -

Do semisit

Prof. Huxzley frankly declared that
certainty of the existence of the external
world originates in an act of faith

Here, then, in this broad fact, our author

our

finds the reasonabile Lasis of religion,
*Just as faith or instinet having given us
the cosmic world as a reality, science din-
ocovers the principles which underlie ite
phenomena, so, faith or instinet Laving
given us the moral world as a reality, ana~
Iytical reason and a study of the human
| oharacter perform with regard to the moral
world an office of the same kind Tley
discover the principles involved, Ly direct
assent or implication, in the judgments,
activities, actions and sentiments of which
human life, in its higher manifestations
| I8 composed; and amongst these principles
| they find that the most fundamental are the
thrse ¢l omontary doctrines whieh conetitute
the religion «f theism-—the doetrines that
men are free and are not an-
tomata: that they have some life which
outlasts the dissolution of physical organs
ism: and that betwesn their lives and the
supreme cause of the universe a porsonal
ralationship subgists in virtue of which
human aflairs are invested with a meaning
and importancs impercsp il le to the eve of
ordinary observation, It is true that these
doctrines have not | een held consciously
by all of the higher races during the past
history of the world; but these races have
heen animated at all events Ly unconscions
or sub-conscious assumptions of which
thosa throe doetrines are the only logical
expression, and with every advance which
i« made in positive knowledge, and with
every enlargement of our econcaption of
things which results from it, any substitute
for these doctrines | ccomoes more and more
impossit le.”

Since then each of ‘he two worlds the
cosmic world and the moral -is appre=
hended and accepted as a reality hy A
«imilar act of faith by a sensitive, hv an
instinctive, and not by any cognitive pro=-
coss, and sines each of the two worlds, when

more cosine

| we thus accept it, is found to inply proposi=

tiors which are for the human intellect
absolutely  irreconcilable  and  contrae
dictory, we are “performing no act of a new,
unique, rash and unreasonable kind in ace
centing the doetrines of religion as the
principles of the moral world, together with
the laws of science which are the principles
o! the cosmie world; though it 18 absolutely
impoesible for us, by any mental ingenuity
to conceive how the latter are empirically
susceptible of any union or cobdperation
with the former. In believing that God,
freedom and the immortal soul exist in the
cosmic world, though that world reveals
no trace of them, we are doing no more
violence to reason than we are when we
assert, as we all do, that thizs cosmic world
i real-—-that it exista ontside ourselves, and
that science, within limits, is its true, and
the only true, interpreter.”

Thus we arrive at Mr. Mallock's ultimate
' conclusion, which s that, if religion, in the
face of modern knowledge, is ever to ba
redstablished on a firm, intellectual basis,
this result must be brought about by a
recogrition of the intellectual truths that
the existence of nothing in ita totality
can ever b: grasped by the human in-
tellect; that the totality of things in general,
and the totality of each thing in particular,
s a tree of such enormous girth that our
arms are too short to clasp it, and in-
stead of meeting around it, extend theme
selves in opposite directions. Our author
holds that, if we learn to recognize the
scope and the significance of this profound
truth, we shall at once become conscious
of a sense of intellectual emancipation;
and, in dealing with the facts of the cosmio
and the moral worlds, we shall no longer
foel ourselvas bound either to sacrifics the
one to the other, or to sacrifice our own
honesty in fantastie and degrading at-
tempts to effect in terms of the intellect a
reconciliation btween tha two, Of such
attempts three kinds have been peviewed
in the book before us, They are thus
doseribed in the final chapter:  *First,
there is that of the ordinary religious apolos
gist, who, with desperat » disingenuousness
or ignoranoe, endeavors to vindicate the
reality of God and of moral freedom by
rrading into the facts of science a meauning
| which they will not brar. S»condly, there
is that of our quisi-scientific idealists,
who, instoad of tampering with the facts
of science in dotail, endosavor to repre-
sont them as faets of an abstract and non-
real world, and thus to absorb the cosmio
world in the moral. Lastly, there is that
of the mol ra sclentifie monists, ‘who
endeavor to absorb the moral worid in the
cosmic, and, whilst rejecting thadootrine of
religion, to supply us witha moral equivas
lent . And all these attempts are, as wo have
woon, failures. Thevare more than failures,
They are ridicuions and ignominious fail-
ures; and, if anything, in the eyes of ordi-
pary reasonab’e men, cotld maike the
doctrines and the siznificancs of thoistio
religion coutemptible, it would be the
arguments employved by our mod ra apolos-
gists to defond thom. ™ Mr Mal ok hastens
to add that the fault doss not lie with the
character  of apaiogist porsonally,
“It lies with the character of the impossie
ble task which they have undertaien,
The cosmic world with its uniformity, and
the moral world with its freedom, can no
more br held togetlho intellect,
in such a manner as to form an intelligible
whole, than two masscs of wall which are
falling in opposite directions can b» held
together with a postage «tamp.”

How, then, woul! AMr. M ek accomplish
the synthesis of 1he fres and the necessary?

the

bese 1
by the

of the frexlwym ewantial to the moral
world and the necessity  characteriatio
of the ccgnie worll? His answer {s that
a synthesis eannyt b accomnlishel at
all in any way which the logieal reason
or eognitive facuity ean comprehend,

“B-!'.' he savs, “w hat [n‘ ilogsophiers eannnt
dn to the satisfiction «f the intellect, the
mas=s of mankind does 1 o lionse to the
practical reason -to ‘an origaal i stinet,)
a8 Retd calls it, or to *a primary instinet
or prenossession' as Huame ealls it It
unites the frer and the necessary in a svn-
thesis, the practical truth of which it attests
from gencration to geoneration, by its love,
by its blood, Ly its tears, by its joys, by
ite gorrows anl by its prayers. It will
never be argue l out of ereating this moral
worll for its1f, any more than it will be
arguel out of belleving in the realityof the
world of matter; and, in order that it may
fearlessly interpret the moral world to it
<olf in terms of that religion which alone
wi'l give it meaning ani coharence, the
miss of mangind merely requires to o®
assure ! that it is doing to reason and coms
mon sense no greiter violenee when it
bolleves in God, freedom and immortality,
than it is when it believes i the existence
of ponderable matter and of ether; and that
no greater contradiotion in thought is ine
volved in a deliberate belief in the coexis-
the two incomnatibls worl s -
the cosmic vorll and the moiral=than is
involved in a belief in the existence of
oittor of these worl s separately.”

tence of

This, ina word, i« the Jlesson of thiz book,
a less.n which, when we come to think of i/,
was propounded more than forty yvears

ago by Dr. H. 1. Manse! in his Byapton
| Toeotures, the lesson, namely, that the fact
of oy acloptiag a crexyl which involyes
AN axsAnt Lo ean'ra it ories s not a4 sIgn
that our cree | is useless or absurd, but that
the ultimae nature of things is, for owr
minds, inscrutable
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